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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the use of the word 
"radiofrequency". It appears that the applicant has made a typographical error and that the word 
should read "radio frequency". Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 1, 9, 10, 15, 16, and 18-20 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Each of the claims are objected to because the use of the word "radiofrequency". It appears that 
the applicant has made a typographical error and that the word should read "radio frequency". 
Appropriate correction is required. 

3. Claim 13 is objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper dependent form for 
failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is required to cancel the 
claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the 
claim(s) in independent form. Claim 13, as presently presented, depends upon itself. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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5. Claims 1 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. Each of the claims includes the phrase "having characteristics 
sufficient". The use of the word sufficient implies that a sidewall could be configured in any 
manner as long as it could hold the potting compound. Thus, it is unclear what limitations are set 
forth by the phrase. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

7. Claims 1, 5-8, 10, and 14, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Finlayson [US 6,452,497 Bl]. 

Regarding claims 1 and 10, Finalyson discloses a meat hook (16) comprising: 

a. A main body (17) having a recess (38) formed therein; 

b. A radio frequency identification tag (39) within recess (Fig. 16); and 

c. A potting compound (silicone, column 7, lines 22-29); 

d. The recess (38) has sidewalls sufficient to hold the potting compound (Fig. 16). 
Finlayson shows in column 7, lines 22-29 that a potting material holds the transponder in 

place inside a housing (40). The transponder device housing (40) is then placed within the recess 
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(38). The recess (38) must inherently have sidewalls with characteristics sufficient for holding 
the transponder device housing (40), which holds the potting compound (silicone). 

As for claim 5, Finlayson discloses a hook (20) and a pulley wheel (18). 

As for claim 6, the pulley wheel is rotatably coupled to the main body below the recess 
and above the hook (Fig. 13). 

Regarding claims 7 and 8, the main body (17) comprises metal stock; the metal stock 
bends 180 degrees at the top of the meat hook assembly; and the pulley wheel is twice rotatably 
coupled to the metal stock at each of two ends of its axis (Fig. 15, column 4, lines 30-33). 

As for claim 14, the main body (17) comprises metal stock (column 4, lines 30-33); the 
assembly comprises a hook (20) and a pulley wheel (18). See Figures 13-15. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 2, 1 1, and 15-17, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Finlayson as applied to the claims above. 

As for claims 2 and 11, Finlayson shows a suitable recess (38) for holding a radio 
frequency identification tag (39), which is covered with a potting compound (silicone). One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the size, shape, and characteristics of the 
sidewalls would have been determined by the size, shape, and characteristics of the tag assembly. 
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A skilled artisan would have adjusted one or both of the recess and the tag assembly to provide a 
best-fit scenario. Thus the tapering of the sidewalls is viewed as a matter of engineering design 
choice. 

Regarding claim 15, Finalyson does not specifically disclose that an adhesive is disposed 
between the main body and the radio frequency identification tag. Finalyson teaches that the 
radio frequency identification device is held in place by a screw. A skilled artisan would have 
recognized that it would be desirable for the radio frequency identification device to be held 
securely in the main body. Securing means were well known in the art at the time of the 
invention by the applicant. Examiner contends that it would have been obvious to a skilled 
artisan to use any appropriate securing means whether it is an adhesive, screw, molding, welding, 
etc. The securing means is viewed as an engineering design choice that lacks criticality. 

As for claim 16, Finalyson does not specifically disclose the use of a spacer. However, 
the use of spacers and dividers were well known in the art at the time of the invention by the 
applicant. It was known to use spacers to reduce interference with the radio frequency 
identification tag. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention by the applicant to use the appropriate spacers and mounting means (see claim 15) in 
the invention of Finalyson in order to reduce tag interference. 

Regarding claim 17, the use of a particular potting compound is viewed as an 
engineering design choice, as several potting compounds were known at the time of the 
invention by the applicant. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention by the applicant to choose a potting compound with low loss 
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electromagnetic characteristics in order to reduce interference between the radio frequency 
identification tag and an external tag-reading device. 

10. Claims 3,4, 12, and 13, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Finlayson as applied to the claims above, and further in view of Shymko et al 
[US 5,781,112]. 

Regarding claims 3, 4, 12, and 13, Finlayson does not disclose that the sidewalls of the 
recess have a surface treatment to hold the potting compound. In an analogous art, Shymko 
teaches a meat hook assembly including a receptacle (30) with a surface treatment sufficient for 
holding a transmitter (10) enclosed in a potting compound (Figure 1, column 4, line 65 - column 
5, line 39). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the invention 
of Finlayson to include the surface treatment (knurling) taught by Shymko because the 
modification would result in a meat hook assembly that would easily securely accept and hold 
the radio frequency identification device. The surface treatment would reduce the likelihood that 
the device would be damaged or separated from the recess. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

11. If the objections were overcome, claims 18-20 would be allowable over the prior art of 
record. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
The prior art of record fails to sufficiently describe or suggest a mounting clip for mounting a 
radio frequency identification tag on a meat hook assembly, comprising an aperture, a plurality 
of fingers for holding the tag within the aperture, and a pair of flanges on the sides of the 



Application/Control Number: 10/711 ,299 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2612 

mounting clip for conforming to the sides of the main body of the meat hook assembly. These 
along with further limitations set forth render the claims allowable over the prior art. 



Conclusion 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Eric M. Blount whose telephone number is (571) 272-2973. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 8:00 am - 4:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel Wu can be reached on (571) 272-2964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Eric M. Blount 
Examiner 




